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ABSTRACT 

A cross section of mother/daughter pairs was an^yzed 
in order to increase understanding of the mother/daughter 
relationship during latency. In each pair, the daughter was 9 to\ll 
years old, and the mother was divorced or living with her husband and 
employed or at home full-time. A total of 41 pairs were recruiter 
from after-school day care centers. Girl Scout troops, and other 
sources within an affluen,t southern sector of the San Francisco Bi 
area. Mothers and daughters independently completed parallel forms\of 
a 29-item questionnaire measuring communication, affection, and* \ 
shared activities. Four separate scores for each of the three 
variables were generated: one fpr the mother * s self description, on< 
for her description of her daughter, one f^r the daughte^^s^ self 
desclription, and one for the daughter's description of her mother. 
Overall^ results indicated fairly high levels of perceived 
communication, affection, and activity from both mothers* and 
daughters* perspectives. More specific findings revealed that (1) 
qiothers report the relationship, to be somewhat better than do 
daughters; (2) age differences among daughters exist (e.g., 
10-year-old girls were perceived as less commwiicative and less 
affectionate "than , girls 9 or 11 years old); (3) marital status of 
mothers had no impact on the three variables; and, in , terms of 
specific items, pairs in which the mother was employed full-time 
generally enjoyed the most frequent exchange of communication and 
affection and involvement in activities. (RH) 
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Mother-Daughter Relationships During the Latency Period: 

, Communication, Affection, and Activities . , ' 

t Little research has been done on 'the latency-age child, and even 
Aiess has been done on the nature and qual i ty of the relationship between , 
mothefvs and their daughters in this developmental period. Researchers. 

in parent-child relationships (Walters & Walters, I98O), family thfeory. 

/ / . ■ { ' ' ' 

^ ^d therapy ^Berardo, I98O; HolmanU Burr, I98O) , and sex-roles and the . 
/family (Scanzoni & Fox, I98O), ha^ given much less attention, to the latency-' . 
age child than to the younger or ilder child (Bannon & Southern, I98O; 
Bbvyerman & Bahr, 1973; Schvanevidt, -1973; Sti nnett Farr is , & Walters, 
197lf; Wakefield, 1970).. As MuJen, Conger, and^Kagan (1963) stated: • "theo- 
ries about this developmental ieriod have not been as e^ltensive or as pro- 
found as those dealing with ie first 5 years of life. Moreover, there has ^' 
been less extensive empirical research on children of this age than on 
younger children" (pg. 357-/58).' This situation persists. . 
"-During the latency pejfiod the anxieties aroused by the Oedipal con- 

■ flict have receded and th| crises associated with adolescence -have not yet 

Emerged. The period is |nportant for social deveKopment (Erikson, 1963) • - 

and is described as a t|Le of relative calm, consolidation, and quiet growth 

■ -I ' ■ 

(Freud; 1953; Sarnof f ,,'/l97l) • Sarnoff described latency age children as 

."pliable, we'l l;behave<?; and educable." Mothers tend to agree adding that 

their children'of thi/s age are also helpful and pleasant. Perhaps the lack 

of obvious developmi^tal crises explains why fe^ researchers have studied ^ 

children of this a|e and why sojittle empirical data about them exist. 

the main tasks for children of thi-s age are development of social skills, 

■ establishment of ,f,eer relationship^, and learning at school (E.rikson, 1963;^ 
Sarnoff, 1971; W'allerstein S. Kelly, 1976). The family is no longer the' pri- 
mary source of affection for the child, and the pai^ents' authority and control 
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decrease as' .the p6wer of .the peer grK)j|M|fc§reases, (Bowerman a Kinchi 1959.; 
Erikson, I963). Latency aged chi Idj^H^Kon'tem^oraries to develop artd , 
measure their sense of-'ski 11 masteJ^H^fcuate^ Socialization • 
an-increased abil ity to. get along wTt^j^^^iJe maintaining a fairly . 
close relationship C^ith ipamily (Watson V^HHten 1974). As p.eer groyp ' . 
infltjences grow/ the youngster concomi tan tly faces confl icts regard ing^oy- 
alty to both parents (Wal lerstein'& keliy5S'979) and the need^for a secure 
home in ordfer to explore and master .the' ^B^onn^ent. Although this is<? 
"period in* the child's H fe \^hen act i vit ies and time at home decline to a ^ 
low point - (Watson & Lindgren, 19.74>, , fami ly. and parents -havp great influ- ^ 
ence on character , deve Ippment. The qual i ty, of , affect Lonal family relation- . 
ships Tnfluences adjustment and growth (Havighurst & Taba, 196l)v Both boys' 
and girls see mothers as morfe nurturant than fathers (Stinnett et al., 1974).; 
and mothers' from apper socioeconomic homes engage in warmer and more accepting 
behavior 'than mothers in lower socioeconomic Komes. Research has also docu- 
mented the reciprocal .effe,cts of both parent and child in their relationship 
(Biller, 1971; Lerner & Spanier, 1978)- * - . . 

^The latency period may be divided into two subgroups:' early andlate 
latency (Sarnoff, 197U Walle'rstein & Kelly, 1976). The latency child (age 
9-11) i 4 more objective than younger chi Idren , cognitive functions are well- 
grounded in reality, and cause and effect rel at ionshi ps .are , necogni zed ' ^ ■ 
(Sarnoff, 1971). Later latency age children are i-«re capable of sensitivity 
and compassion (Wallerstein & Kelly, 1976)? and have an i ncreased abil i ty, to 
' empathize with others (Watson S Lindgren, WM. These children are increasl^ 
ingly aware of their sex roles" wh.ch is oXP -fussed in establishment of same- 
sex friendships and typical avoidance of child-.-n of the other sex, and a 
desire for closeness^and identification with r^e same sex parent (Erikson, I963) 

. With changin^famify structures resulting fron; an increase in the, divorce 
race (US Dept. of Commerce, 1978) and an incr.,.nv -h mothers being employed 



outside of the home ■ (Hof fniani S Nye, 197^) i Jfess Is known about young chi 1 - 
dren of the !1 a ten ty period Jhan would be yes i rabl e (Herzog. S Sudia, 1973; 



Biller 197^). 'Many marriagfes disrupted by divorce involve children of'the 
latency age (Bane, 1976J. /Large numbers of ch i 1 dren must therefore deal with 

^the str^esses and changes iinposed by parenta'l ^divorce in addition %p their * ^ 
usual concerns of growing/up. Wallerstein and Kelly (I980)'found in their. 
long-term study of 50 fattiiliesjn which divorce occurred, that the. largest 
number of children Knvol ved were '1 atency age children. 

Data pertai'ning^ to the effects of divorce on chi'^dren have been con- 
trad ictar^ (Bane, 1976;' Felner, Stolberg, S Cowen, 1975; Fulton, 1979; ^ 
Tuckman S Regan, I966; Wallerstelil & Kelly, 1976, 1979)- Vallerstein and 
Kelly found that children in later latency were somewhat mc»re resistant to. 
divorce-related stress than were younger or older ch.ildren. Nevertheless, 
these children did experience the divorce as extremely pairful. > At the time 
of divorce, parents are ht.avily burdened with" the i r ch i 1-drt'n ' s- increased- 
.needs for attention and understanding (Hether ington. Cox 1 Cox, 1976; ^ 
Wa.llerstein Kelly,' 1979). Wallefstein and^ Kelly (1976) noted that the 
"pecuiiar interdependence*' of parent and latency age child could be enhanced 

^when pareiits divorced, and that there was a lessening of age-appropriate 
distance between mothers and daughters. Mothers^ rel ie<^ ol their children - . 
for emotional suppor^ and advice as well as for practical help. Hetheringtbn 
et al (1976) found that divorced mothers of 13 to 17 vear olds felt that their 
own social- lives were restricted by their mothering duties. They alsj) found . 

that divorced mothers made fewer maturity de;nands on their children, communi- 

' ^ . • r ^ •• ■ ■ 

cated less well with them, tended to be less affect ionate , were inconsistent 

in di$cipl ine and Control , and used mor^e negative sanctions than did married 

^or widowed mothers. The daughters reported more conflict i.Han did daughters 

of married mothers. In addition to the breakup of the family structure, 

chMdren must often adjust to their mother's fulVtime employment (Fulton, 1978) 
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Peterson (I968) found employed mothers, to have less interest in interacting . 
with their children and also a lower degred'of control than non-employed 

mothers; ' ' 

Because of the theorized implortance .of deve lopmenf' at th^ latency age, 
in particular the relationship between the daughter and TOther, and the 
Hmitationsof th^ existing 1 i terature d i scuss ing this relationship, .this 
study was designed to Tncrease our understanding of the mother-daughter 
relationship at this age..; Addressing several of the issues which were raised 
in the research-, we examined affection, shared activities, and pommun i cat ion 
between mothers and daughters^ How do mo-&hers and' daughters in^latency 
characterize their relationship? Do' tflvgeneral 1 y agre,^ on- the nature 
of their rela'tlonship,' or are there discrepancies &etw^a their perceptions 
of the nature of the thr^e areas of Interest? To explore tl^^se questions, 
a cross-section of mother-daughter pairs where the: daughter was 9 to 1 1 
years old and the mother was (a) divorced or living with- her husband, and • 
(b) was employed or at home full-time were compared. No specific hypotheses 
were formulated since the. purpose of the study was to .provide some ini tial , 
systematically collected data in a hitherto minimal 1 y = exp lored consent/area. 
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Subjects - _ ' . • ■.■ .} 

Rorty-one pairs ff mothers and da'ughters were recruited from after . i 
school day care centers -(n = 16), from girl scout troops (n^ = l^j), and other.' 
sources such', as an organized sports group and f r i ends/acqua i n tances pf the 
investigators (n^ = 11). Most -mothers («5%') we rer employed either full or 
par.t t'ime;'of these 72^ held'a ski 1 1 ed job, and 22^ a profess ional /manager ial 

'•lob. About half the mothers were employed full time. Sixty-four percent 
\ ' •'• ■ . - ■ ■ ■ 

of the mo'tl^ers were married or remarried with the rci either divorced -or 

never married; 51^ were living wj^th the.fatheV of the daughter. > 




A|l <^ughters;were 9^ 10, or J1 Yea^s old (n^s'=>^^2, 
respect iveTy|an4^the third, fourth, fifth, "or 5ixth g-raK^m^ school . 
-Fifty-eight percent of t.ha girls were either, first- born in the f^iju^y or 

the only chi Id. >' * 

■ The. sample is bigsed in' many ways, and not unexpectedly so g.iven,th5 
participants i(are recruited from the affi uent southern" prea dfi the San 
Fran'ciscote^y area. The families were small - 2n included only o»e child 
and 6k% two children.' The income level of the samp l*N^as relatively high 
with 6k% f-eporting annual in'corties in excess of $20, 000 .^he- mothers we^re ^ 
well educated, with some colleg^ exper i ence , ^ 1 3^li wi th baccalaureate 

degrees, -and lO'-J; wi tft ppsf^graduate .degrees. 

Inst rumen t-s . , • • 

' 1 . ' — . 

•The questionnaires were develoi^ed as a result of a literature,, review 

of parent-chi>d relationships (B^rg, 197^; Bowerman 6 Kinch, 1973; Lerner 

& Spanier, 1 978; 'Wa Iters & Walters, 1980)-, interactions in dual ^nd single 

parent families (Hetherlngton et al., T978: Wa'j,l;ferstei-f 6 Kelly, 1976, 1979, . 

1980), and the broad developmental age (Mussen et al.,1963; Watson*& Lindgren, 

197i»). The items were piloted with a^sample of 10 pairs of mothers and 

daughters -to assure that dVrect ions were clear and that the reading level 

'. \ \ \ ' " V 
was appropriate. 

Mother's compTeted threb fl-item scales designed to assess their overall , 
evaluation of mother-daughter communication, affection, and shared activities. 
Each item is scored using a' 5-point Likert sc^jle with a score of 1 assigned 
''to the category "very good" and a score of 5 to the category "very poor/' 
' Daughters did not respond to these three "overall" evaluation items. 

One basic instrument with ^9 items was devised to measure three primary 
' dyad interactions: communication" affection, and shared activities. The 

basic instrument was -then modj f ied ' to" create two forms, one each for the 
■ mpther and daughter. Al 1 i tems on the two forms were parallel: that is, 

7 • . »■ 



for .every, J tern to which the mother was asked to respond there was a sim- 
riaHTCrdtd item for the daughter. The questions were designed to elicit/ 
a self-report perceWed frequency of events rother than. actu^J . frequency of 
events that were related to the three constructs of communication, affection, 
and activities. Each exai^ple of an interaction is. measured on a S-point . ^ 
Likert scale with a score of 1 indicating highest frequency (i.e., "Thrs 
almost always happens when i.t can"). The items within a scale were summed, ^ 
'then averaged to produce comparable scale^cores ranging from 1 to 5- ^our 
.separate spores for each variable (communication, affection, and activities) 
were generated: one for the. mother to describe her own behavior, one foi; 
the mother to describe her daughter's behavior, one for the daughter to • 
describe her own behavior, and one for the daughter to describe her mother's 
behavior. These several scales are hereafter deV'gnated as: Mother-Self . 
(M-S), Mother-Daughter (M-D) , Daughter-Self (D-S) , and Daughter-Mother (D-M) , 
respectively. ^ 

The Mo^her-Setf and Daughter-Self scales for Communication, Affection, 
and Activities are composed of 6, 3, and 6 items each. The Mother-Daughter 
and Daughter-Mother scales for Communication, Affection, and Activities are 
composed of 7, 3, and k items each. . . ^ 

The formal of the questionnaire required the respondent to first make 
a response about th^ perceived frequency of her own behavior for a given I t^m 
(e.g., "I talk to my daughter (mother) about some of the mistakes I have • 
made") and then make a perceived frequency response regarding the other's 
behavior on a parallel item (e.g., "My nether talks to me and asks for help 
with mistakes she has made; or "My mother talks to me about some C^f the 
mistakes she has made"). This design permits an analyst, of the degree of 
agreement between mother and daughter about the .a.ne even\ both for self and 
• for the other. . 



Procedure . . .,' ' 

Girl scout leaders, a^ter sohbol teachers, ?nd mothers of g.i rl s^ in " . • 
sports teams were contacted by phone by one of the investigators to request 
their assistance in obtaining subjects. The investigator discussed the in- 
tent jL the study and read several of the items to the leaders and "teacKe'r^. 
CoooAting teachers and leaders then asked the girls in their cl asses t'eam, 
or troops if they would 1 flee to participate in the study. Most of the irjothers 
of subjects who volunteered were- contacted by one- of the investigators and 
■asked to participate in the study; some of the mothers were given an explan- 
atory letter by th^e leader or teacher. No incentives were given, however, 
both the mother and daughter were iriformed about the general nature of the 
study and promised' a summary of the results if desired. Mothers were assured 
that all- responses would rema i n conf i den t i Jl -. We suspect that information 
about the study may have created a demand for positive responses from some 

participants. |^ 

The mothers and daughter^compl eted the forms independently (af d i f ferent 
times) but were invited to discuss their responses with one another after 
completion of all items. For mo^t of the girls, one of the investigators 
was present and: read aloud the items to assure that reading ability did not 
affect the responses. The completion time was approximately 20 minutes for 
bqth mothers and daughters. . ^ • 

: ; i Resul ts 



'Mothers produced nine scores: one each for the overall evaluation of 
communication, affection, and shared activities, one each for the report ot 
self communication, affection, and shared activities, and one each for the 
report of d|^ghter's commupi cat ion,, affect ion, and shared activities. 
Daughters produced six scores: one each for the report of self communication, 
affection, and shared -activities, and one each for the report of mother's 



ERIC 



•communication, affectTon, and shared activi ties. The results of various * 
analyses of the three major constructs - communication, affection, and 
shared activities - are reported separate! y .bel ow. ' . 

The results are organized ac^^ding to the broad concepts of commgni- 
cation, affection, and shared activities. In. addition to inspection of these 
variables for the whTole sample, we also analyzed data for subgroups according 
to three demographic variables: dge of daughter, marital status of mother, 
an4 employment status of mother. One-way analyses' of variance or correlated 
t , tests ^^m.re 'performed for the various subgroup comparisons; the values of 
these analyses are reported only when probability levels were less than .10. 
We. selected the /10 significance leVel because this is an expl oratory study 
in' a relatively unresearched area an^l wish to report trends^hat may prove 
fruitful for future research. * 
Commun i cat ion , • ' , 

Mothers responded to a single item requesting '^n'overal 1 evaluation of 

the commun icStioi^ between her and her daughter. The total sample and Si*b- 

group means are reported in Table 1. Mothers general ly. reported overall 

communication to be '•good.^' Communication measured thJfl way tended to vary 

(nonsignif icantly) according to age of daughter, where the mothers of lO* year 

olds reported communication to be les? good than motTiers of 9 and 11 year olds. 

Full time employed mothers tended to report that overal 1 commun i cat ion was ' 

less good than nonemployed or part time employed mothers. 

■ The M-S, M-D, D-S, and D-M means and standard deviations for the scaled 

r 

communication variable are found in Table 2. Not only were there subgroup 
analyses performed 'for these variables, but also a comparison via correlated 
t tests of M-S vs D-M and M-D vs D-S scores. Mothers and daughters disagreed^ 
on the level of communication of nap the r, t^(36) - 2.?^, £ <.01, but nof on ; 
the level of daughters' communication. Mother-^ reported they communicated 
more than daughters perceived. A difference- in communication according tQ 



age, of q|iM. uas found for^tfce Mother-Self communication score, .f{2^3a) - 
2.5A, £ < 10, and for the Mother-Daughter communication score, K2, 39.= 
8.28, p <. )1, but not for the' daughter . get>erated sc'ores for communicat ion. 
1-n all casev the .leasfpositive cj»mmunication scores are for the 10 year ol<J 
subgroup, '^he- Mother-Daughter communication score xTaried according to mari tal 
status of m..ther, 1C36) = 1.9A", P <.10, with single parent mothers reporting 
slightly fo -er Tevels of communication from daughter. 

Interest ingly, none of the daughter . reported sdores bv subgroup ir>g V 
yieVded significant differences. However, daughters rel iably reported' 
loyejjeyeli of self communication and perceived level of mother's cOm^- 
munication than did mothers. Furthermore, variation among 'daughters' re- 
ports was'g eater than among mothers' reports. , . ' - 



Insert Table 1 and 2 'Here. 



The ag eement i n 'percept ion of one another's cofnmun i c£it ion was - • 
greatest among full-time employed and 'single mother-daughter pairs. The 
greatest df,crepancy in perception bf daughter's communication occurred 
for pairs when the mother/was not employed oUtsid.e the home. ; 

■ ■ ■ .. / ■ 

Affection 



The means and* standard deviations for the mother.'s response to the 
overall evaluation of affection items are listed in Table 1. The total 
sample report is that affection is "good." A? for communication, the 
mothers of 10 year Q^^s reported sl ightly lower I'evels'/of affection, and 
mothers of the 11 year . olds reported- affection to, be better than good. The 
mothers who were not employed reported .the highest level of overal 1 . af fec- 
tion while full. time employed mothers reported the least. ^ ; 

The means and standard deviations for the scaVed.af fectlon variable, 
are listed in Table 3. Mothers, apcl daughters agreed general ly on the level. 



of affection both -fronv the Other and from sel f ;»^claMah^ers ^rfwcver ^ re- , 

• ' ■ •■ , ■ i ■ -V ■' 

porte'S sltghtly >ower levels than mothers wij-h consi&erabjy more varji- 
abiSity ia^'aughter^s'' repott of iTip'ther*s' af feclrH&nal behaviq/ than mothers 

• ■ ■ . 4 

^reported., v^rfie onl.y:'s^^ on the four affection scales that 

iy^Blded statU^ti'cal^^ different results w^s for age of _ 

daughter, ^The d i f f.erences wer^e for M-S .scpre57\t2 ,39) = ^-^3, £^ <-05, 
vend for.M-D scares'' F (2. ?^=^ ^.58, .p <.05'. I.n both c^ses tKe mothers of 
the 10 year olds reported Tess affection. * Thf re' was a trend for the\same 
^r^por.t'a'njbnQ daughters, ^ but the d i fferences d id not reach the/ . 10 sign i f ir 
^Cange level • . ' ♦ ». 



\ 



Insert Table 3 Here 



• • ' Agreemt;nt about on^ another's affectionai behavior tended to be : 

, greatest for the single and full time employe'd mother-daughter pairs. 

Shared Act ivj ti.es ' >\ ' . , " ' , ■ 

. The data ;fo/ the^ total, sample and subgroups for mothers' response to-. 

overall general" evaluation of ac.ti,vit|ies are found in Tafele 1.. Among 

the three o\'eraH eva^uation items the mean- for <^the shared act-ivi ties was 

lowest.' The. general level was fclose to "good." The .evil uatJon of activi- • 

ties was moderately cor rel ated w i th mothers' employment status^ nonemployed .• 

- ■ ' • ' . ■ ^ 

. : mothers'- reported the best overall activities relationship. 

i-' ■■ ■'.■^ - . * ' , ,'.■•* ■ • 

The' M-S,. M-D, D-S /and 0-M variabl e me^ns and "standard deviations for 

.sKared actiV'ities are l isted in Table k. ^ Mothers and daughters agreed about 

•tKe level of daughters' shared activities as a -total sample but not about • 

level of daugf^ters' shared act ivi ties, _^(38) = 1.87, £. <-10. -Daughters • 

per.ceivVd a .Ipwer level, of -thei r involvefiient in sharing, mothers' activ-iti.es 

than- mothers reported. In addi.tiox1,..the employment status of others aftfected 

the reported level of the M-S veritable, F (2 ^.S?) = 3.99, P <.05. .Nonemployed 

« '••*■■ ■ ' ' • * ■ ■ 

■^the'rs reported significantly higher , leve I s'of sharer activities for 
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themselves than did employed mothers. There was a trend for daughters to 
corroborate this report. 



Inserf Table 4 here 



The perceptual agreement of one another's shared activities level tended ■ 

■ . 

to be greatest for single mother-daughter pairs. 

Discussion 

, The overall results for the several variables we used indicate fairly . 
high levels of perceived communication, affection, and activities from both 
mothers' and daughters' perspectives. Before we discuss sample differences' 
we want to speculate about the general level of the scores. First, several 
investigators (e.g. , Sarnoff . 1971 ) suggest that, the later part of the latency 
period is one where chi Idren a r<fk^ical ly tractable and wel 1 -behaved. This 
may well be the reason for the positive, responses about shared mother and* - 
daughter experiences for girlsof this age. However, it is also possible 
that subjects were motivated If, provide socially desirable responses, espe-/ 
. cially since the i tems we used were transparent in the sense that it was easy 
to determine what a "good" answer would be. Since we did not include a mea- 
sure of social desirability we cannot address this latter possibility. How- 
ever, from our conversations with many movers and daughters, we are inclined 
to believe that this age period is, in fact, a joyful and active one for ^ 
mothers and their daughters. Further. . it should be remembered that this-sam- 
ple was not selected on basis of mother or daughter 'pathology, and therefore 
may reflect the way relationships truly are in the typical, white, middle to 

upper-middle class, small family. 

Several very Interesting things appeared in the data. First, for almost 

all variables and by subgroups, the mothers report the relationship measured ; 
with our questions to be somewhat better than the daughters report. This ... 
may reflect the mothers' reluctance to acknowledge the increasing independence 
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of tht^ir daughters and the greater identl f icatl6n with their Pe^jro^P 
• rather than parents and family (Wallerstein & Kelly, 1976; Bowerman & 

Kinch, -1959).. It is also likely that mothers perceive the world more \ 
^ broadly than 9 -'H Y^ars olds and see many fewer "real" opportunities - 
for communication, affection, and activities than do the children. 
Lastly, it is also likely that the daughters were more honest.and simply 
gave less social ly desi rable response than mothers (note the ,larger 
variation in daughters responses as well). ^ 

The differences we observed among the age groupings of the girls are 
a puzzlement (e.g. 10 yr. olds are perceived to be less communicative and 
affectionate than 9 or 11 yr. olds). It is likely that we simply have an 
abberrant group of 10 year olds.' It i s . interest ing to note, however, that 
the group differences when groups are compdteed on the basis of daughters' 
age, apply to both mothers' behavior and daughters' behavior and with great 
'agreement between mother and daughter exc|pt on the variable . of mothers' . 
involvement kp daughters' activities (see-^Table k, columns 1 and k for 10 
year olds). We can find nothing in the literature to explain the peculi- 
arities of our 10 year old sample. 

One of the variables thought to impact p^arent-child. relationships at ^ 
all ages is that of marital status (Hether i ngton 1973; Herzog & Sudia, 
1973; Wallerstein S Kelly, 1976, 1980). Wallerstein and Kelly (1979) found 
the late latency age group to be distinctive . in terms of how the children 
' dealt with divorce. Our data suggest that whether the child is in a single 
or dual parent family has no. impact on the particular variables we explored. 
Indeed, there is greater agreement between single-parent mothers and 
daughters about one another's behavior than between dual parent mothers 
an<l daughters'. Single parent mothers did report less communication from 
daughters but the^aughters did not corroborate that. Our data are unclear 
but It appears that most of our single parent subject pairs had experienced 

' 14 



13 



divorce several years before we saw them which may -account for these 
dyads being indistinguishable from the dualparent dyads. 

Time available to mother and daughter for interaction due to employ- 
ment status of mother is another variai^le that has-received much attention 
(e.g., Hoffman & Nye, 197^*; Peterson , ^ 96l ) There are some interesting 
observations we made about the responses of our sample. If one iTispects 
solely the single item overall evaluation of communication, affection, and 
activities, it appears that all three variables reflect a more positive 
^lationship between nonemployed mothers and their daughters (see* Table 1). 
However, when specific examples of the three' variables are used to provide 
a scale score, it appears that the full time employed mother-daughter pair 
generally enjoy the most frequent exchange of ^ commun i cat ion , affection, 
and activities. As might be expected, daughters perceive a lower involve- 
ment of employed mothers in the domain of shared activities. This is the 
major exception to the generalization about employment time of mother in- 
fluencing the relationship. ^ 

If this sample is at all representative of white middle-class mothers 
and latency age daughters, the relationship between the dyad is most 
positive and both parties perceive the relationship in about the same way. 
While the variables of communication, affection, and shared activities do 
not encompass all aspects of the mother-daughter relationship, perhaps the 
data presented here will serve as some baseline for future investigation 
into this fascinating period^of mother-daughter relationships. Because 
this latency period precedes the turmoil .of adolescence, a careful study 
of the quality and extent of latency period mother-daughter relationships 
in nonclinical populations may provide insight into the antecedents of good 
adolescent mother-daughter interactions. 
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Table 1 

Mother's Overall Evaluations of Connnunicatlon, ^ 
Affection and Shared Activities 



Communication Affection Activities 



Group . 


N 


X 


SD 






SD 
oil/ 


N 


X 


SD 


Total Sample 


38 


2.1 


1.0 


38 


2.0 


1.3 


38. 


2.3 


1.0 


9 Yr. Olds 


14 


2.1 


1.3 


14 


2..1 


. 1.4 




2.2 


1.0 


10 Yr. Olds 


12 


2.4 


0.9 


12 


2. J 


1.3 


12 


2.4 


1.0 


li Yr. Olds 


12 


1.8 


0.7 


12 


1.5 


1.? 


12 


2.2 


1.2 


t4ar r ied / Rema r rle d 


24 


2.1 


1.1 


24 


1.9 


1.4:" 


24 


2.3 


1.2 


Single 


12 


2.2 


0.9 


12 


2.1 


1.4 


12 


2.3 


0.8 


Not Employed 


6 


1.7 


0.8. 


6 


1.2 


0.9 


6 


1-5. 


.0.6 


Part-Time 
Employment - 


12 


1,8 


1.0 


12 


1.9 


1.3 


12. 


2.4 


1.2 


Full-Time 
Employment 


19 


2.4 


1.1 


19 


i:i 


1.5 


19 


2.4 


1.0 



Note: Scores can range;from 1 to 5. The lower the 8%^ the 

greater the reported Communication, Affection, or Activites 
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Table 2 



Scal^id Connaunication^ Means fit Standard Deviations For 
Total Sample &" Sub Groups . 



Mothec-Self 

N. ^ - X : SD 

39 2.5 0.4 

15 2.3 0.3 

11 2.7 0.4 . 
13 2^5 0.5 

24 2.5 0.5 

13 2.5 0.3 

' 5 2.4 0.3 

12 -2.7 0.5 
21 . 2.4 0*4 



Mother-Daughter ; Daughter-Self Daughter-Mother 



N 



15 
11 
14 



2.0 
2,6 
1.8 



SD 



40 2.1 0.6. 



0.5 
0.5 
0.3 



25* 2.0 0.4 
13 2.3. 0.7. 



1.8 *■ O.A 



12 2.0 0.4 



21 2.2 0.6 



N 



X SD 



40 2.3 0.8 

14 2.2 ,0.7 

12 2.5 ;:jQi.9 

14 2.2 0.8 



24 
14 



2.3 0.7 
2.3 1.0 



7 2.6 1.2 



12 ' 2.5 0.6 



20 2.1 0.7 



40 



13 
12 
14 



3.0 
3.0 
2.8 



» 24 3.0 

13-r 2*7 



SD 



39 2.9 1.0' 



0.8 
1.0 
1.3 

1.2 
0.7 



2.8 1.6 



12 3.3 0.6 



19 2.7 0.9 



Note: Scores can range, from 1 to 5. The lower the score, 
the, greater the repot ted connminlcatlon. 
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Table 3 

Scaled Affection: " Means and Standard Deviations for 

» * , ' ' ' 

Total San^Jle and Sub Group, . v 



Group 
Total 



9 Vr Olds 

10 Yr Olds 

11 Yr Olds 



Married/ 
Remarried 

Single 



Not Emplbyed 

Part-Time 
Employment 

Full-Time 
Kmployment 



Motie^-Self 

Nr 'X, SD 



40 

15 
11 
14 



2.3 0.8 

2.1 0.7 

2.8 0.4 

2.1 0.7 



25 2.2 0.7 

13 2.5 0.7 

7 2.4 0.3 

12 2.5 0.6 

21 2.2 0.7 



Mother-Daughter 

NX SD 
40 ' 2.2' 



15 2.1 

11 2.8 
14 .2.-0 

25 2.2 
2.4 



6 1.8 



0.7 

0.8 
0.5 
6.6 



0.7 
• 0.8 
t 

0.6 



12 2.5 0.7 



Daughter-Se'lf 

N X SD 
40 2.4 0.8 



21 2.2 



0.8 



14 2.3 

12 2.7 

14 2.2 

24 2.4 

14 2.3 

7 2.6 

12 2.6 

20 2.2 



0.9 
0.8 
0.6 



0.6 
0.9 

1.2- 

0.6 

0.7 



Nbtfe: Scores can range from 1 to 5. The lower the score 
the greater the reported affection. 
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Table 4 

Scaled Activities: Means and Standard Deviations For 
Total Sample and Sub Groups 



Mother-Self Mother-Daughter " Daughter-Self Daughter-Mother 



Group 


N 


X 


SD 


N 


X 


SD 




X 


SD 


N 


X 


SI> 


Total 


40 


2.3 


0,7 


40 


2.4 


0.6 


40 


2.7 


0.9 


39 


2.5 


0.9 


9 Yr. Olds 


15 


2.1 


0.6 


15 


2.4 


0.6 


14 


2.8 


0.9 


13 


2.8 


1.0 


10 Yr. Olds 


11 


2r7 


0.6 


11 


2.6 


0.4 


12 


2.9 


1.0 


12 


2.1 


0.6 


*Wt^r. Olds 


14. 


2.2 


0.6 . 


14 


2.4 


Ql.9 


1^ 


2.6 


0.9 


14 


2.4 


1.0 


Married/ 
Remarried 


25 


2.2 


0.7 


25 


2.4 


0.7 


24 


2.8 


0.9 


24 


2.5 


1.0 


Single 


13 


2.7 


0.4 


13 


2.6 


0.5 


14 


2.8 


0.9 


13 


2-5 


0.7 


Not Employed 


6 


1.7 


0.4 


6 


2.0 


0.3 


7 


3.0 


1.4 


7 


2.0 


1.1 


Part-Time 
Employment 


12 


2.5 


0.7 


12 


2.5 


0.9 


12 


2.7 


0.8 


12 


2.6 


0.9 


\Full-Time 
'tepployment * 


21 


2.4 


0.6 


21 


2.5 


0.5 


20 


2.7 


0.8 


19 


2.6 


0.9 



Note: Scores can range from 1 to 5. The lower the score, the 
greater the reported activities. 
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